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PROFESSOR STRACK ON THE PENTATEUCH.* 

By Profesbor Albert H. Newman. 

Toronto University, Toronto, Canada. 



Of the first volume of this very important work, the title of which 
is given in the margin, 216 pages are devoted to Old Testament science. 
There is no treatise within my knowledge, in which the same amount of 
accurate information on the various branches of Old Testament study 
can be found in anything like the same space. 

Dr. H. L. Strack, of Berlin, author of a number of valuable books on 
the text of the Old Testament and related subjects writes on Old Testa- 
ment Introduction. Dr. F. W. Schultz, of Breslau, one of the highest 
authorities in Biblical Archaeology, contributes the sections on the 
Archaeology and History, and the Theology of the Old Testament. 

We have here, in admirably condensed form, the results of the very 
latest investigations on the Old Testament by men who are themselves in 
the forefront of the army of investigators. A marked feature of the 
entire work, as far as published, is the fulness and instructiveness of 
the Bibliography. The writers are not content with giving accurately 
the titles of treatises, but they usnally pronounce upon the merits and de- 
merits of the works cited. Not only separate treatises, but important 
Articles in Reviews and Encyclopaedias as well, are included in the 
bibliographies. 

As regard the theological stand-point of the writers, it is highly 
conservative as Germans count conservatism ; but their views of Biblical 
criticism would not pass muster on this side of the Atlantic. 

In the section on the "History of Pentateuch Criticism" the follow- 
ing remarkable statement occurs : "OF. Keil is at present almost the 
only important German Old Testament scholar who holds fast to the 
Mosaic authorship of the entire Pentateuch." 

With regards to the Priest-codex (in Leviticus) Prof. Strack has the 
following : " Have we in it good old traditions of an historical as well as 
legal kind, or is it the product of later tendential fiction? Is Moses (or 

* Handbucb der theologiscben Wissensohaf ten in encyklopadiscber Darstellung mit beson- 
derer Kiicksicht auf die Entwicklungsgeschichte der einzeiner Disziplinen. Herausgegeben 
von Dr. Otto Zockler, Ord. Prof. d. Ibeologie in Greifswald. Erster Band Grundlegung und 
Schrifttheologie. Nordlingen. Verlag der C. H. Beek'scben Bucbhandlung, 1883. 
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more properly the oldest or pre-prophetic time) the creator of the Law- 
contained in it, or does it emanate from a Priest-school in the century fol- 
lowing Ezekiel, and finally from Ezra ? Pre-exilic or post-exilic? However 
much we recognize the fact that the propositions and allegations of those 
who declare the Priest-codex to be pre-exilic are manifoldly in want 
partly of correction (this is clear already from their diversity), partly of 
a better, more consistent and less assailable grounding (this certainly at 
least in part from the fact that the sharpest attacks have first in recent 
times from ever new sides with often new means proceeded — the answers 
for the most part still endure); however willingly also we recognize the 
fact that the new school of Pentateuch-criticism is already of importance 
through the stimulus given by it to science ; we are on the other hand, 
still decidedly of the conviction that insuperable difficulties stand in the 
way of the view that the Priest-codex was not edited until after the Exile. 
Only a few things and these only in extreme brevity can be here indicated. 

" 1. As regards the linguistic element, it must not be forgotten that 
through the vocalization, varied orthography and slight grammatical and 
stylistic changes, without altering of the contents, many archaisms might 
easily be explained away, as not a few also have certainly been explained 
away. From this it follows a) that the absence or (more properly) the 
rare occurrence of archaism is in itself no proof of more recent compo- 
sition ; i) that linguistic grounds rather forbid a descending below a 
definite time than command a rising above such a time. The result of a 
luminous and thorough investigations, worthy of and requiring continua- 
tion, of V. Ryssels, De Elohistae [= Priest-codex] Pentateuchi Sermone, 
Leipzig, 1878, 92 pp., is unfavorable to the view of the post-exilic author- 
ship of the Priest codex. The attempt of F. Giesebrecht (Zeitschrift f. d. 
alttest. Wiss. I, 177 sqq.) to prove the opposite from linguistic grounds 
I cannot regard as successful. 
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"2. How far in pre-exilic writings the Priest-codex is regarded or 
alluded to, requires still further investigation. Not all that is commonly 
cited is conclusive ; yet I cannot but regard many passages as convincing. 
Cf. Carl Marti' s 'The Tracer of the so-called Fundamental Writing of 
the Hexateuch in the Pre-exilic Prophets of the Old Testament' (Jahrbb. 
f. prot. Theol. vi. [1880], 127-161, 308-354, esp. 325 sqq.) 

"3. The relation subsisting between Ezekiel and sanctuary law 
must be reversed [Prof. Strack maintains, that is to say, the dependence 
of Ezekiel on Leviticus and not the reverse]. 
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"4. The testimony that lies in the existence and nature of the 
Samaritan Pentateuch continues to have weight, despite Kayser's objec- 
tions (Jahrbb. f. prot. Theol. 1881, 561-563). 

"5. Deuteronomy is no original law-book, and does not claim to 
be such, but is essentially a repetition of older laws, according to tone and 
contents, designed for the popular need. 

"6. The Priest-codex contains a host of laws that after the exile 
would have been aimless and nugatory. 

"7. From the non-observance of laws the non-existence of their 
laws does not necessarily follow. Examples : Jer. 16, 6 compared with 
Deut. 14, 1 (and Lev. 19, 28). In spite of the forbidding of images in 
the Decalogue, fourteen golden lions on the steps of Solomon's throne, 
twelve bullocks under the brazen sea — the laws in the Priest codex may 
have long existed, especially in the circle of the priesthood, before official, 
general recognition was accorded to them. 

"8. It is incredable that the people of Israel, withdrawing from 
Egypt, where an old priesthood with priestly laws existed, should have 
remained a thousand years without written priestly laws. 

"9. Neh. 8-10 is supposed to furnish testimony to the fact that 
the Priest-codex was first made known and ceremonially introduced after 
the Exile, through Ezra and Nehemiah. But this does not appear in the 
chapters cited, cf. e. g. D. Hoffmann, Magazin f. d. Wiss, des Judenth. 
vi. (1879), pp. 4-7. 

" 10. Acceptance of the post-exilic composition of the Priestrcodex 
necessitates the rejection of the historical credibility of the Chronicles. 

" The future results of continued labors in Pentateuch-criticism can- 
not, of course, be predicted in detail. The one result will assuredly 
remain, that the Pentateuch was not composed by Moses himself, but by 
later redactors from several documentary sources. Against this conclu- 
sion the believing Christian has no need to struggle, as in general against 
no conclusion of true science. It is undeniably and at present as good 
as universally recognized, that in the Holy Scriptures besides the divine 
factor, human factors have also very essentially cooperated. Now the 
very number of the sources may be applied in favor of the credibility of 
the Pentateuch. Not for the profane historian alone is it of value to 
have something handed down to him from more than one narrator. In 
judging of the object of the sources wrought together in the Pentateuch 
and in alleging the existence of contradictions in these, the utmost caution 
is requisite. However firmly we stand by the view that the Priest-codex 
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Las had a special predilection for the legal, the priestly, it does not yet 
follow that the Jehovistic document at an earlier time contained in laws 
only what is now present in it ; but the redactor may well have omitted 
other matter in order to put in its place the more complete and elaborate 
importations in the Priest-codex. The redactor took out of each of the 
various documentary sources just that which each treated most elaborate- 
ly, what was characteristic of each, so that — if we now analyze — the con- 
tradiction, it is highly probable, seems greater than it was in reality be- 
tween the complete documents. Ewald as far back' as 1831 (Stud u. 
Kr. p. 604)) rightly remarks : 'Double or self-contradictory narratives 
on the same fact are at least according to the view of the last author 
[redactor] nowhere to be found,' and we should accord to the redactor 
confidence even if not blind at least tolerably implicit, in view of the fact 
that more material lay before him than us, and that his art is eulogized 
by every interpreter whether in this passage or in that. The right to 
search for contradictions and the possibility that even with the observ- 
ance of all precautions much will always remain insoluble contradiction 
to us, should not be denied, as is self-evident from their observations." 

If I understand Prof. Strack aright, he defends the essentially 
Mosaic origin of the matter of the Pentateuch, while emphatically reject- 
ing Mosaic authorship of the Pentateuch in its present form. In view 
of the fact that the far more radical views of "Wellhausen and others have, 
according to Prof. Strack, already secured a great circle, still increasing 
from month to month, of "enthusiastic adherents" in Germany, and that 
these views are being industriously propagated among English speaking 
people by Eobertson Smith and others, we are profoundly thankful for 
even this small favor. 

It is my firm conviction that God's truth, as revealed in the Scrip- 
tures, is mighty and must prevail. We need not be disturbed by 
efforts to undermine the records of revelation. The next generation 
will undoubtedly understand the Scriptures better and more effectively 
than does the present, and the truth revealed therein will continue to- 
shine forth with ever increasing splendor and power. 



